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ON A PROOF OF THE LABASTIDA-MARIN˜O-OOGURI-VAFA
CONJECTURE
Kefeng Liu and Pan Peng
Abstract. We outline a proof of a remarkable conjecture of Labastida-Marin˜o-Ooguri-
Vafa about certain new algebraic structures of quantum link invariants and the integral-
ity of infinite family of new topological invariants. Our method is based on the cut-and-
join analysis and a special rational ring characterizing the structure of the Chern-Simons
partition function.
1. Introduction
For decades, we have witnessed the great development of string theory and its pow-
erful impact on the development of mathematics. There have been a lot of marvelous
results revealed by string theory, which deeply relate different aspects of mathemat-
ics. All these mysterious relations are connected by a core idea in string theory called
“duality”. It was found that string theory on Calabi-Yau manifolds provided new
insight in geometry of these spaces. The existence of a topological sector of string
theory leads to a simplified model in string theory, the topological string theory.
A major problem in topological string theory is how to compute Gromov-Witten
invariants. There are two major methods widely used: mirror symmetry in physics
and localization in mathematics. Both methods are effective when genus is low while
having trouble in dealing with higher genera due to the rapidly growing complexity
during computation. However, when the target manifold is Calabi-Yau threefold,
large N Chern-Simons/topological string duality opens a new gate to a complete
solution of computing Gromov-Witten invariants at all genera.
The study of large N Chern-Simons/topological string duality was originated in
physics by an idea that gauge theory should have a string theory explanation. In
1992, Witten [28] related topological string theory of T ∗M of a three dimensional
manifold M to Chern-Simons gauge theory on M . In 1998, Gopakumar and Vafa [4]
conjectured that, at largeN , open topological A-model of N D-branes on T ∗S3 is dual
to topological closed string theory on resolved conifold O(−1)⊕O(−1)→ P1. Later,
Ooguri and Vafa [21] showed a picture on how to describe Chern-Simons invariants of
a knot by open topological string theory on resolved conifold paired with lagrangian
associated with the knot.
Though large N Chern-Simons/topological string duality still remains open, there
have been a lot of progress in this direction demonstrating the power of this idea.
Even for the simplest knot, the unknot, Marin˜o-Vafa formular [19, 15] gives a beauti-
ful closed formula for Hodge integral up to three Chern classes of Hodge bundle. Fur-
thermore, using topological vertex theory [1, 16, 13], one is able to compute Gromov-
Witten invariants of any toric Calabi-Yau threefold by reducing the computation to
0
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a gluing algorithm of topological vertex. This thus leads to a closed formula of topo-
logical string partition function, a generating function of Gromov-Witten invariants,
in all genera for any toric Calabi-Yau threefolds.
On the other hand, after Jones’ famous work on polynomial knot invariants, there
had been a series of polynomial invariants discovered (for example, [8, 3, 9]), the
generalization of which was provided by quantum group theory [25] in mathematics
and by Chern-Simons path integral with the gauge group SU(N) [27] in physics.
Based on the large N Chern-Simons/topological string duality, Ooguri and Vafa
[21] reformulated knot invariants in terms of new integral invariants capturing the
spectrum of M2 branes ending on M5 branes embedded in the resolved conifold.
Later, Labastida, Marin˜o and Vafa [12, 10] refined the analysis of [21] and conjectured
the precise integrality structure for open Gromov-Witten invariants. This conjecture
predicts a remarkable new algebraic structure for the generating series of general link
invariants and the integrality of infinite family of new topological invariants. In string
theory, this is a striking example that two important physical theories, topological
string theory and Chern-Simons theory, exactly agree up to all orders. In mathematics
this conjecture has interesting applications in understanding the basic structure of link
invariants and three manifold invariants, as well as the integrality structure of open
Gromov-Witten invariants. Recently, X.S. Lin and H. Zheng [14] verified LMOV
conjecture in several lower degree cases for some torus links.
In this paper, we describe an outline of the proof of Labastida-Marin˜o-Ooguri-Vafa
conjecture for any link. The details of the proofs are given in [17].
2. The Labastida-Marin˜o-Ooguri-Vafa conjecture
2.1. Quantum group invariants of links. Let L be a link with L components Kα,
α = 1, . . . , L, represented by the closure of an element of braid group Bm. We associate
to each Kα an irreducible representation Rα of quantized universal enveloping algebra
Uq(sl(N,C))
1, labeled by its highest weight Λα. Denote the corresponding module
by VΛα . The j-th strand in the braid will be associated with the irreducible module
Vj = VΛα , if this strand belongs to the component Kα. The braiding is defined
through the following universal R-matrix of Uq(slN )
R = q
1
2
∑
i,j C
−1
ij Hi⊗Hj
∏
positive root β
expq[(1 − q
−1)Eβ ⊗ Fβ ] .
Here {Hi, Ei, Fi} are the generators of Uq(slN ), (Cij) is the Cartan matrix and
expq(x) =
∞∑
k=0
q
1
4k(k+1)
xk
{k}q!
,
where
{k}q =
q−k/2 − qk/2
q−1/2 − q1/2
, {k}q! =
k∏
j=1
{j}q .
Define braiding by Rˇ = P12R, where P12(v ⊗ w) = w ⊗ v.
1Later, we simply write Uq(slN ).
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Now for a given link L of L components, one chooses a closed braid representative
in braid group Bm whose closure is L. In the case of no confusion, we also use L
to refer its braid representative in Bm. We will assign each crossing by the braiding
as follows. Let U , V be two Uq(slN )-modules labeling two outgoing strands of the
crossing, the braiding RˇU,V (resp. Rˇ
−1
V,U ) is assigned as in Figure 1.
PSfrag replacements
U V
RˇU,V
PSfrag replacements
U V
Rˇ−1V,U
Figure 1. Assign crossing by Rˇ.
The above assignment will give a representation of Bm on Uq(g)-module V1⊗ · · ·⊗
Vm. Namely, for any generator, σi ∈ Bm, define
2
h(σi) = idV1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ RˇVi,Vi+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ idVN .
Therefore, any link L will provide an isomorphism
h(L) ∈ EndUq(slN )(V1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vm) .
Let K2ρ be the enhancement of Rˇ in the sense of [24], where ρ is the half-sum
of all positive roots of slN . The irreducible representation Rα is labeled by the
corresponding partition Aα.
Definition 2.1. Given L labeling partitions A1, . . . , AL, the quantum group invariant
of L is defined as follows:
W(A1,...,AL)(L) = q
d(L) trV1⊗···⊗Vm(K2ρ ◦ h(L)) ,
where
d(L) = −
1
2
L∑
α=1
ω(Kα)(Λα,Λα + 2ρ) +
1
N
∑
α<β
lk(Kα,Kβ)|A
α| · |Aβ | ,
and lk(Kα,Kβ) is the linking number of components Kα and Kβ. A substitution of
t = qN is used to give a two-variable framing independent link invariant.
2.2. Labastida-Marin˜o-Ooguri-Vafa conjecture. Let L be a link with L com-
ponents and P be the set of all partitions. The Chern-Simons partition function of L
is a generating function of quantum group invariants of links given by
ZCS(L; q, t) =
∑
~A∈PL
W ~A(L; q, t)
L∏
α=1
sAα(x
α)(2.1)
for any arbitrarily chosen sequence of variables
xα = (xα1 , x
α
2 , . . . , ) .
2In the case of σ−1
i
, use Rˇ−1
Vi+1,Vi
instead.
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In (2.1), ~A = (A1, . . . , AL) ∈ PL and sAα(x
α) is the Schur function.
Free energy is defined to be
F = logZCS .
Use plethystic exponential, one can obtain
(2.2) F =
∞∑
d=1
∑
~A 6=0
1
d
f ~A(q
d, td)
L∏
α=1
sAα
(
(xα)d
)
,
where
(xα)d =
(
(xα1 )
d, (xα2 )
d, . . .
)
.
Based on the duality between Chern-Simons gauge theory and topological string
theory, Labastida, Marin˜o, Ooguri, Vafa conjectured that f ~A have the following highly
nontrivial structures.
For any A, B ∈ P , define the following function
(2.3) MAB(q) =
∑
µ
χA(Cµ)χB(Cµ)
zµ
ℓ(µ)∏
j=1
(q−µj/2 − qµj/2) .
Conjecture (LMOV). For any ~A ∈ PL,
(i). there exist P~B(q, t) for
~B ∈ PL, such that
(2.4) f ~A(q, t) =
∑
|Bα|=|Aα|
P~B(q, t)
L∏
α=1
MAαBα(q).
Furthermore, P~B(q, t) has the following expansion
(2.5) P~B(q, t) =
∞∑
g=0
∑
Q∈Z/2
N ~B; g,Q(q
−1/2 − q1/2)2g−2tQ .
(ii). N ~B; g,Q are integers.
2.3. Related notations. For a given link L of L components, we will fix the follow-
ing notations in this paper. Given λ ∈ P , ~A = (A1, . . . , AL), ~µ = (µ1, . . . , µL) ∈ PL.
Let x = (x1, ..., xL) where xα is a set of variables
xα = (xα1 , x
α
2 , · · · ) .
The following notations will be used throughout the paper.
[n]q = q
−n2 − q
n
2 , [λ]q =
ℓ(λ)∏
j=1
[λj ]q , z~µ =
L∏
α=1
zµα ,
| ~A| = (|A1|, ..., |AL|) , ‖ ~A ‖=
L∑
α=1
|Aα| , ℓ(~µ) =
L∑
α=1
ℓ(µα) ,
~At =
(
(A1)t, . . . , (AL)t
)
, χ ~A (~µ) =
L∏
α=1
χAα(Cµα) , s ~A(x) =
L∏
α=1
sAα(x
α) .
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One can define an order on PL lexicographically. Therefore, one can generalize the
concept of partition from the set of all non-negative integers to PL. We denote by
P(PL) the set of all partitions on PL. Given Λ ∈ P(PL), the following quantity
θΛ =
(−1)ℓ(Λ)−1(ℓ(Λ)− 1)!
|AutΛ|
plays an important role in the relationship of topological string partition function and
free energy.
Rewrite free energy as
(2.6) F = logZ =
∑
~µ6=0
F~µp~µ (x) .
Here in the similar usage of notation,
p~µ(x) =
L∏
α=1
pµα(x
α) .
We also rewrite Chern-Simons partition function as
ZCS(L) = 1 +
∑
~µ6=0
Z~µp~µ(x) .
3. Sketch of the proof
In this section we will give an outline of the proof of Labastida-Marin˜o-Ooguri-
Vafa conjecture3 which contains two parts in correspondence of (i) and (ii) in the
description of LMOV conjecture: the existence and integrality.
3.1. Existence of the algebraic structure. The existence of the algebraic struc-
ture (2.5) includes the following two steps:
• The symmetry of q and q−1 in P~B(q, t).
• The pole structure of P~B .
The symmetry of q and q−1 in P~B(q, t) can be obtained from the lemma.
Lemma 3.1. W ~At(q, t) = (−1)
‖ ~A‖W ~A(q
−1, t).
To prove the existence of the pole structure, we will consider the following framed
generating series. Substitute
W ~A(L; q, t, τ) =W ~A(L; q, t) · q
∑L
α=1 κAατ/2
in the Chern-Simons partition function, we have the following framed partition func-
tion
Z(L; q, t, τ) = 1 +
∑
~A 6=0
W ~A(L; q, t, τ) · s ~A(x) .
Similarly, framed free energy
F (L; q, t, τ) = logZ(L; q, t, τ) .
3Briefly, we call it LMOV conjecture.
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It satisfies the following cut-and-join equation
∂F (L; q, t, τ)
∂τ
=
u
2
L∑
α=1
∑
i,j≥1
(
ijpαi+j
∂2F
∂pαi ∂p
α
j
+ (i+ j)pαi p
α
j
∂F
∂pαi+j
+ ijpαi+j
∂F
∂pαi
∂F
∂pαj
)
.
Restrict the equation to ~µ, we have
(3.1)
∂F~µ
∂τ
=
u
2
( ∑
|~ν|=|~µ|, ℓ(~ν)=ℓ(~µ)±1
α~µ~νF~ν + nonlinear terms
)
,
where α~µ~ν is some constant.
Denote by degu the lowest degree of u in a Laurent polynomial of u. The pole
structure of P~B follows from the following degree lemma:
Lemma 3.2. degu F~µ ≥ ℓ(~µ)− 2.
Let © be the unknot. Given any ~A = (A1, . . . , AL) ∈ PL, we will obtain the
following limit behavior of quantum group invariants of links at q → 1.
(3.2) lim
q→1
W ~A(L; q, t)
W ~A(©
⊗L; q, t)
=
L∏
α=1
ξKα(t)
dα ,
where |Aα| = dα, Kα is the α-th component of L, and ξKα(t), α = 1, . . . , L, are
independent of ~A.
The following cut-and-join analysis will give the desired results.
If ‖ ~µ ‖= 1, it can be verified through the degree of u in HOMFLY polynomial.
If ‖ ~µ ‖> 1, by (3.2) We can prove that
degu
(∂F~µ
∂τ
)
= degu F~µ .
Suppose Lemma 3.2 holds for any ‖ ~ν ‖< d. Now, consider
S = {~ν : |~ν| = ~d} ,
where ~d = (d1, . . . , dL) and
∑L
α=1 d
α = d. If ~µ ∈ S, one important fact is that the
degree of u in the nonlinear terms in (3.1) is no less than ℓ(~µ) − 3. We will prove
Lemma 3.2 holds for ∀~µ ∈ S by contradiction.
Denote by
Sr = {~ν : ~ν ∈ S and ℓ(~ν) = r} ⊂ S
and
Dr = min{degu F~µ : ~µ ∈ Sr} .
Assume k is the smallest integer such that there exists a ~ν ∈ Sk satisfying
degu F~ν < ℓ(~ν)− 2 = k − 2.
Choose ~µ ∈ Sk such that degu F~µ = Dk. Rewrite (3.1) into three parts
(3.3)
∂F~µ
∂τ
=
u
2
∑
|~ν|=|~µ|, ℓ(~ν)=ℓ(~µ)−1
α~µ~νF~ν +
u
2
∑
|~ν|=|~µ|, ℓ(~ν)=ℓ(~µ)+1
α~µ~νF~ν + ∗
where ∗ represents the nonlinear part and degu ∗ = k − 2. Here in the equation, ~ν
runs in S.
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However,
degu
∂F~µ
∂τ
= degu F~µ = Dk < k − 2 .
Dk−1 ≥ (k−1)−2, so the first part of the sums in the r.h.s of (3.3) is of the lowest order
of u at least k − 2 and the lowest order of u in
∂F~µ
∂τ must come from the summation
over ℓ(~ν) = ℓ(~µ) + 1. Then we have
(3.4) 1 +Dk+1 ≤ Dk,
and
Dk+1 ≤ Dk − 1 < k − 2− 1 < (k + 1)− 2 .
Choose ~ξ ∈ Sk+1 such that degu F~ξ = DK+1, run the similar analysis as above. Since
(3.4), one will get
1 +Dk+2 ≤ Dk+1.
Thus we obtain
Dk > Dk+1 > Dk+2 > ...Dd−1 > Dd .
Remember that there is still one last equation we have not used yet. Consider the
cut-and-join equation for the following partition
~η =
(
(1d1), . . . , (1dL)
)
∈ Sd .
Note that this partition has the longest length in S, there will be only the first
summand in (3.3) left. In particular, no non-linear terms will appear in the equation.
Therefore,
∂F~η
∂τ
=
u
2
∑
ℓ(~ν)=d−1
α~η~νF~ν .
This implies
Dd ≥ Dd−1 + 1 ,
which contradicts with Dd−1 > Dd.This gives a proof of the existence of (2.5).
Define
F˜~µ =
F~µ
φ~µ(q)
, Z˜~µ =
Z~µ
φ~µ(q)
.
where
φ~µ(q) =
L∏
α=1
ℓ(µα)∏
j=1
[µαj ] .
Lemma 3.2 directly implies the following:
Corollary 3.3. For any ~µ, F˜~µ is of the following form:
F˜~µ(q, t) =
∑
finitely many nα
aα(t)
[nα]2
+ polynomial.
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Let L be the closure of a braid β with writhe number 0. Cable the i-th component
of β, βi, by substituting ℓ(µ
i) parallel strands for each strand of βi and the ℓ(µ
i)
parallel components are colored by partitions (µi1),...,(µ
i
ℓ(µi)). We take the closure of
this new braid and obtain a new link, denoted by L~µ.
Let µi = (µi1, · · · , µ
i
ℓi
). We use symbol
Zˆ~µ = Z~µ · z~µ; Fˆ~µ = F~µ · z~µ .
Notice the following fact from the definition of quantum group invariants:
Zˆ(µ1,··· ,µL)(L) = Zˆ(µ11),··· ,(µ1ℓ1 ),··· ,(µ
L
1 ),··· ,(µ
L
ℓL
)(L~µ) ,(3.5)
Fˆ(µ1,··· ,µL)(L) = Fˆ(µ11),··· ,(µ1ℓ1),··· ,(µ
L
1 ),··· ,(µ
L
ℓL
)(L~µ) .(3.6)
Consider δn = σ1 · · ·σn−1. Let SA be the minimal projection of the Hecke algebra
Hn → HA, and
Pµ =
∑
A
χA(Cµ)SA .
We will apply a lemma of Aiston-Morton [2] in the following computation:
δnnSA = q
1
2κASA .
Let
~d =
(
(d1), . . . , (dL)
)
,
1
~d
=
( 1
d1
, . . . ,
1
dL
)
.
Due to the cabling formula to the length of partition (3.5) and (3.6), we can simply
deal with all the color of one row without loss of generality. Take framing τα = nα+
1
dα
and choose a braid group representative of L such that the writhe number of Lα is
nα. Denote by ~τ = (τ1, . . . , τL),
Zˆ~d
(
L; q, t;~τ
)
=
∑
~A
χ ~A(C~d)W ~A(L; q, t)q
1
2
∑L
α=1 κAα
(
nα+
1
dα
)
= t
1
2
∑
α dαnαTr
(
L~d
∑
~A
χ ~A(C~d)q
1
2
∑
α κα
1
dα
⊗
α
SAα
)
= t
1
2
∑
α dαnαTr
(
L~d
∑
~A
χ ~A(C~d)(δd1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ δdL)
⊗
α
SAα
)
= t
1
2
∑
α dαnαTr
(
L~d · ⊗
L
α=1δdα ·P
(d1)
(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗P
(dL)
(1)
)
.
Here, P
(dα)
(1) means that in the projection, we use q
dα , tdα instead of using q, t. If we
denote by
L ∗Q~d = L~d · δ~d ·P
(d1)
(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗P
(dL)
(1) ,
we have
Zˆ~d
(
L; q, t;
1
~d
)
= H(L ∗Q~d) .(3.7)
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Here H is the homfly polynomial which is normalized as
H(unknot) =
t
1
2 − t−
1
2
q
1
2 − q−
1
2
.
With the above normalization, for any given link L, we have
[1]L · H(L) ∈ Q
[
[1]2, t±
1
2
]
.
Substituting q by qdα in the corresponding component, it leads to the following:
L∏
α=1
[dα] · Zˆ~d(L; q, t;~τ ) ∈ Q
[
[1]2, t±
1
2
]
.(3.8)
On the other hand, given any frame ~ω = (ω1, . . . , ωL),
Zˆ~µ(L; q, t; ~ω) =
∑
~A
χ ~A(C~µ)W ~A(L; q, t; ~ω)
=
∑
~A
χ ~A(C~µ)
∑
~ν
χ ~A(C~ν)
z~ν
Zˆ~ν(L; q, t)q
1
2
∑
α κAαωα .
Exchange the order of summation, we have the following convolution formula:
Zˆ~µ(L; q, t; ~ω) =
∑
~ν
Zˆ~ν(L; q, t)
z~ν
∑
~A
χ ~A(C~µ)χ ~A(C~ν)q
1
2
∑
α κAαωα .(3.9)
This property holds for arbitrary choice of nα, α = 1, . . . , L. The coefficients of
possible other poles vanish for arbitrary integer nα. q
nα is involved through certain
polynomial relation, which implies the coefficients for other possible poles are simply
zero. Therefore, (3.8) holds for any frame.
Now instead of canceling all the poles of Zˆ(L) according to (3.8), we consider
[c]Zˆ(c),~d, which is equivalent to consider [c]
2Z˜(c),~d. Let K be the knot labeled by [c].
Multiplying Z˜ by [c]2 cancels all the poles related to K according to (3.7). Therefore,
[c]2Z˜(c),~d has the same principle part as Z˜~d except for multiplying by an element in
Q
[
[1]2, t±
1
2
]
. Note that
Z˜~µ =
∑
Λ⊢~µ
F˜Λ
Aut |Λ|
.
[c]2(Z˜(c),~d − F˜(c),~d) contains all the principle terms from L omitting K. Therefore,
[c]2F˜(c),~d ∈ Q
[
[1]2, t±
1
2
]
.
In the above discussion, K can be chosen to be any component of L. We thus proved
the following proposition:
Proposition 3.4. Notation as above, we have:
L∏
α=1
[dα] · Zˆ~d(L; q, t) ∈ Q[[1]
2, t±
1
2 ];(3.10)
[dα]
2F˜~d(L; q, t) ∈ Q
[
[1]2, t±
1
2
]
, ∀α .(3.11)
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Similarly, We can obtain
F˜~d(L; q, t) =
H~d/D~d
(tD~d)
D~d · [D~d]
2
+ polynomial in [D~d]
2 and t±
1
2D~d .(3.12)
Once again, due to arbitrary choice of nα, we know the above pole structure of F˜~d
holds for any frame.
Proposition 3.5. Notations are as above. Assume L is labeled by the color ~µ =
(µ1, . . . , µL). Denote by D~µ is the greatest common divisor of {µ
1
1, . . . ,µ
1
ℓ(µ1),. . .,
µij , . . . , µ
L
ℓ(µL)}. F˜~µ has the following structure:
F˜~µ(q, t) =
H~µ/D~µ(t
D~µ)
D~µ · [D~µ]2
+ f(q, t) ,
where H~µ/D~µ(t) only depends on ~µ/D~µ and L, f(q, t) ∈ Q
[
[1]2, t±
1
2
]
.
Remark 3.6. In Proposition 3.5, it is very interesting to interpret in topological string
side that H~µ/D~µ(t) only depends on ~µ/D~µ and L. The principle term is generated due
to summation of counting rational curves and independent choice of k in the labeling
color k·~µ/D~µ. This phenomenon simply tells us that contributions of counting rational
curves in the labeling color k ·~µ/D~µ are through multiple cover contributions of ~µ/D~µ.
3.2. Integrality. By the definition of P~B(q, t), comparing with Proposition 3.5, we
have the following computation:
P~B(q, t) =
∑
~µ
χ~B(~µ)
φ~µ(q)
∑
d|~µ
π(d)
d
F~µ/d(q
d, td)
=
∑
~µ
χ~B(~µ)
∑
d|~µ
µ(d)
d
F˜~µ/d(q
d, td)
=
∑
~µ
χ~B(~µ)
∑
d|D~µ
µ(d)
d
H~µ/D~µ(t
D~µ)
D~µ/d · [D~µ]2
+ polynomial
=
∑
~µ
χ~B(~µ)δ1,D~µ
H~µ/D~µ(t
D~µ)
D~µ · [D~µ]2
+ polynomial ,
where δ1,n equals 1 if n = 1 and 0 otherwise. It implies that P~B is a rational function
which only has pole at q = 1. In the above computation, we used a fact of Mo¨bius
inversion, ∑
d|n
µ(d) = δ1,n .
Therefore, for each ~B,
∞∑
g=0
∑
Q∈Z/2
N ~B; g,Q(q
−1/2 − q1/2)2gtQ ∈ Q[(q−1/2 − q1/2)2, t±
1
2 ] .
The integrality of N ~B; g,Q can be derived from the following theorem:
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Theorem 1. We have
∞∑
g=0
∑
Q∈Z
N ~B; g,Q(q
−1/2 − q1/2)2gtQ ∈ Z[(q−1/2 − q1/2)2, t±1/2] .(3.13)
Remark 3.7. The above theorem also implies the refined integral invariants N ~B; g,Q
vanish at large genera (also for large Q).
Define y = (y1, y2, . . . , yL) where
yα = (yα1 , y
α
2 , . . .)
is a set of arbitrarily chosen variables. Denote by Ω(y) the set of all symmetric
function in (y1, y2, . . . , yL) with integral coefficients.
We start by defining the following special ring which characterizing the algebraic
structure of Chern-Simons partition function.
R(y; q, t) =
{
a(y; q, t)
b(q)
: a(y; q, t) ∈ Ω(y)[[1]2q, t
±1/2], b(q) =
∏
nk
[nk]
2
q ∈ Z[[1]
2
q ]
}
.
Given f(y; q,t)b(q) ∈ R(y; q, t), if f(y; q, t) is a primitive polynomial in terms of q
±1/2,
t±1/2 and Schur functions of y, we call f(y; q,t)b(q) is primitive.
Given any rsh(y; q, t) where h(y; q, t) ∈ R(y; q, t) is primitive, define
Ordp
(r
s
h(y; q, t)
)
= Ordp
(r
s
)
for any prime number p.
We will consider the following generating series
T~d =
∑
| ~B|=~d
s~B(y)P~B(q, t)
After some calculations, we have
(3.14) T~d = q
|~d|
∑
k|~d
µ(k)
k
∑
A∈P(Pn),‖A‖=~d/k
θA
ℓ(A)∏
j=1
WAj (q
k, tk)sAj ((z)
k)
Proposition 3.8. T~d(y; q, t) ∈ R(y; v, t).
Proposition 3.8 implies q = 0 is a pole of T~d. Since T~d can be written as
T~d =
∞∑
g=0
∑
Q∈Z/2
( ∑
| ~B|=~d
N ~B; g,Qs~B(y)
)
(q−1/2 − q1/2)2g−2tQ
by the existence of (2.5). If there are infinitely many N ~B; g,Q nonzero, q = 0 is then
an essential singularity point of T~d, which is a contradiction. Therefore, for each
~B,
∞∑
g=0
∑
Q∈Z/2
N ~B; g,Q(q
−1/2 − q1/2)2gtQ ∈ Q[(q−1/2 − q1/2)2, t±
1
2 ] .
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On the other hand, by Proposition 3.8, T~d ∈ R(y; v, t) and Ordp T~d ≥ 0 for any
prime number p. We have ∑
| ~B|=~d
N ~B; g,Qs~B(y) ∈ Ω(y) ,
which implies N ~B; g,Q ∈ Z.
Combining the above discussions, we have
∞∑
g=0
∑
Q∈Z/2
N ~B; g,Q(q
−1/2 − q1/2)2gtQ ∈ Z[(q−1/2 − q1/2)2, t±1/2] .
To prove Proposition 3.8, we combine the study of multi-cover contribution and
p-adic argument. For any give prime number p, the following observation is important
for the p-adic argument{
B :
ℓ(B)∑
j=1
|Bj | = p ~d and Ordp(θB) < 0
}
=
{
A(p) :
ℓ(A)∑
j=1
|Aj | = ~d
}
.
Matching the following terms, finally we have
(3.15) Ordp
(
θA(p)WA(p)(q, t)sA(p)(z)−
1
p
θAWA(q
p, tp)sA(z
p)
)
≥ 0 .
Let
Φ~d (y; q, t) =
∑
A∈P(Pn), ‖A‖=~d
θAWA(q, t)sA(z) .
The following inequality can be obtained from (3.15):
Ordp
(
Φp~d (y; q, t)−
1
p
Φ~d (y
p; qp, tp)
)
≥ 0 .
Therefore,
T~d = q
|~d|
∑
k|~d
µ(k)
k
∑
A∈P(PL), ‖A‖=~d/k
θAWA(q
k, tk)sA(z
k)
= q|
~d|
∑
k|~d, p∤k
µ(k)
k
(
Φ~d/k(y
k; qk, tk)−
1
p
Φ~d/(pk)(y
pk; qpk, tpk)
)
.
This implies
(3.16) Ordp T~d ≥ 0 .
Combining with (2.5), we thus prove Proposition 3.8.
4. Concluding remarks
In this section, we briefly discuss some interesting problems related to string duality
which may be approached through the techniques developed in this paper.
Let p = (p1, . . . ,pL), where pα = (pα1 , p
α
2 , . . . , ) . Defined the following generating
series of open Gromov-Witten invariants
Fg,~µ(t, τ) =
∑
β
Kβg,~µ(τ)e
∫
β
ω
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where ω is the Ka¨hler class of the resolved conifold, τ is the framing parameter and
t = e
∫
P1
ω, and e
∫
β
ω = tQ .
Consider the following generating function
F (p; u, t; τ) =
∞∑
g=0
∑
~µ
u2g−2+ℓ(~µ)Fg,~µ(t; τ)
L∏
α=1
pαµα .
It satisfies the log cut-and-join equation
∂F (p; u, t; τ)
∂τ
=
u
2
L∑
α=1
LαF (p; u, t; τ) .
Therefore, duality between Chern-Simons theory and open Gromov-Witten theory
reduces to verifying the uniqueness of the solution of cut-and-join equation.
Cut-and-join equation for Gromov-Witten side comes from the degeneracy and glu-
ing procedure while uniqueness of cut-and-join system should in principle be obtained
from the verification at some initial value. However, it seems very difficult to find a
suitable initial value. A new hope might be found in our development of cut-and-join
analysis. In the log cut-and-join equation the non-linear terms reveals the important
recursion structure. For the uniqueness of cut-and-join equation, it will appear as the
vanishing of all non-linear terms. We will put this in our future research.
Our proof of the LMOV conjecture has shed new light on the famous volume
conjecture. See for example the discussions in [6]. The cut-and-join analysis we
developed in this paper combined with rank-level duality in Chern-Simons theory
seems to provide a new way to prove the existence of the limits of quantum invariants.
There are also other open problems related to LMOV conjecture. For example,
quantum group invariants satisfy skein relation which must have some implications
on topological string side as mentioned in [10]. One could also rephrase a lot of
unanswered questions in knot theory in terms of open Gromov-Witten theory. We
hope that the relation between knot theory and open Gromov-Witten theory will
be explored much more in detail in the future. This will definitely open many new
avenues for future research.
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